maintenance and occasional improvement of these harbors to maintain safe navigation. Where to place and how to best use dredged material from harbors in and around the Sound has been an increasingly contentious issue.
This DMMP examines past dredging history, future dredging needs, dredged material placement, and current beneficial use practices. The DMMP identifies and assesses alternatives for future dredged material placement and beneficial use for each Federal project and separable component, and identifies the likely Federal Base Plans (FBPs) for future FNP dredging activities. This methodology is meant to promote understanding between governments and communities along the LIS on realistic dredging options and costs.
Beneficial use project costs exceeding the cost of the FBP option become either a shared Federal and non-Federal responsibility, or entirely a non-Federal responsibility, depending on the type of beneficial use.
To keep open lines of communication throughout DMMP development, NAE and EPA-I established an interagency Project Delivery Team (PDT); conducted public scoping meetings in CT and NY to solicit public input; and established a technical working group including the PDT members and other local and regional stakeholders, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), universities and marine commercial interests. These groups worked to formulate a range of alternatives for evaluation including current and historic open water placement sites, beach and nearshore nourishment sites, upland landfills, island and shoreline confined disposal facilities, confined aquatic disposal cells, confined open water sites, onshore dewatering/processing areas, marsh creation and enhancement sites, and other applications for dredged material use.
The DMMP recommended the continuation and creation of a Regional Dredge Team (RDT), specific for the LIS, so that the States may continue to work out their differences in the future. Although the RDT will not have Federal authority, the collaborative nature of the team should provide the agencies with more information and greater options for evaluations and decision-making on the projects and applications for approval before action. The RDT should review the alternatives analysis for all projects submitted for its consideration and input, to help ensure that practicable alternatives as described in the DMMP for each harbor and dredging center have been thoroughly evaluated and are implemented where practicable.
Continued communication between the States and Federal agencies remains the greatest means of shared understanding and commitment towards the keeping our ports and harbors operational, our coastal waters clean, and our shorelines resilient. 
